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St. Louis can take special pride in the fact that 
it led the way by the creation of its special 
committee on judicial selection and tenure 
which committee outlined the plan finally 
adopted and continued throughout the entire 
period to guide the work to a successful con- 
clusion. 


REPEAL RESOLUTION PASSES MISSOURI HOUSE 


- An object lesson in the necessity of con- 
tinuous vigilance and effort to preserve the 
benefit of reforms no matter how securely they 
_ seem to be won is furnished by the news as 
we go to press that a resolution has just passed 
the lower house of the Missouri legislature to 
submit to the people at the next election a con- 
stitutional amendment repealing the one de- 
scribed in the foregoing article. 

The vote in the House was 99 to 21. It is 
hoped that the resolution will not pass the 
Senate. That repeal could ever survive a pop- 
ular election appears very unlikely, but the 
Missouri Institute for the Administration of 
Justice may be depended upon to take no 
chances. 


Standard Instructions Idea Spreads 


“It was apparent that our undertaking would 
be forced to weave its way through a thicket 
of human nature, beginning with the negative 
condition of lack of imagination and extending 
through complacency, inertia, conflict of inter- 
ests, and possibly into the thornier coppice of 
obstinacy, egotism and jealousy.” 

Those words, spoken by Judge William J. 


JOURNAL OF THE AMERICAN JUDICATURE SOCIETY 


[Vor. 24 


Palmer in this JOURNAL (23:5:177) regarding 
California’s standardized jury instructions, de- 
pict without too much exaggeration the path 
that all legal reform must tread. That it is not 
too difficult a path for a good idea, however, 
is proved by the security with which stand- 
ardized jury instructions are now entrenched 
in the courts of that state. Further evidence 
appears in recent dispatches from Chicago and 
Washington indicating that the idea will soon 
have a trial in those two cities. 

A subcommittee of the rules of court commit- 
tee of the Chicago Bar Association, in coopera- 
tion with certain judges of the circuit, superior 
and municipal courts, has completed a first 
draft of instructions covering functions of 
court and jury, weight of evidence, false 
testimony, presumptions, negligence, proximate 
cause, damages, common carriers, and a num- 
ber of related topics. The December Chicago 
Bar Record carries an account of the project 
and a review of the reasons for undertaking it, 
written by Donald B. Hatmaker, chairman of 
the subcommittee. 

Attorneys in the District of Columbia will 
have the benefit of standardized instructions 
early in the summer, it was estimated by Presi- 
dent Francis W. Hill of the District of Colum- 
bia Bar Association in announcing the begin- 
ning of work on the project early in December. 
There, too, a joint committee of lawyers and 
judges is at work preparing a set of instruc- 
tions patterned after those in use in California. 
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